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ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL DECISION NOTICE 
Name: Jackson, Phillip Facility: Released 
NY SID: 









23 Lombard Street 
Buffalo, New York 14206 
Appeal Control No.: 08-178-19 R 
July 31, 2019 revocation ofrelease and restoration to supervision at the Willard Drug 
Treatment Campus program. 
July 31, 2019 
Appellant's Letter-briefreceived August 23, 2019 
S~tement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and Recommendation 
Records relied upon: Notice of Violation, Violation of Release Report, Final Hearing Transcript, Parole 
Revocation Decision Notice 
.The /ndersigned determine that the decision appealed is hereby: 
,L!~Ct...;!!:.~~~~r _h_ AJffirmed _Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _ Reversed, violation vacated 
ommissioner _ Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to ____ _ 
~ ~ffi•med _Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _ Rev_ersed, violation vacated 
Commission~..,,,..,,..,.--~-~cated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to-----. 11 ~/ -k--~·_;..---
//~~~ ,-u_ Affirmed _ Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated 
/ ..... C6mmiss1oner _ Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only _ 1".lodified to ____ _ 
If the Final Determination is at variance with Findings and Recommendation of Appeals Unit, written 
reasons for the Parole Board's determination must be annexed hereto. 
This Final Determination, the related Statement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and the separate find in . s of 
the Parole Board, if any, were mailed to the Inmate and the Inmate's Cou~sel, if any, on lo Jo ' 
Distribution: Appeals Unit - Appell'ant - Appellant's Counsel - Inst. Parole File - Central File 
P-2002(B) (11/2018) , 
STATE OF NEW YORK – BOARD OF PAROLE 
APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION 
Name: Jackson, Phillip DIN: 17-B-2013 
Facility: Released AC No.:  08-178-19  
    
Findings: (Page 1 of 1) 
 
Appellant challenges the determination of the administrative law judge (“ALJ”), revoking 
release and restoring him to supervision .  He 
argues that the violation charges which he pled guilty to were “wrong”, and he raises other issues 
relating to his supervision including that he did “not have the best of a relationship” with his parole 
officer. 
 
Appellant’s claim that the violations he pled to are “wrong” must be rejected inasmuch as 
he pled guilty to those charges as a part of a plea bargain agreement and has thereby waived any 
such challenge. Matter of Rivera v. Goord, 47 A.D.3d 1141, 850 N.Y.S.2d 282, 283 (3d Dept. 
2008); Matter of Steele v. New York State Division of Parole, 123 A.D.3d 1170, 998 N.Y.S.2d 
244 (3d Dept. 2014); Matter of Gonzalez v. Artus, 107 A.D.3d 1568, 966 N.Y.S.2d 710 (4th Dept. 
2013).  To the extent he additionally contends that the revocation decision incorrectly indicates he 
pled guilty to charges 4, 5 and 6 when instead it was charges 1, 5 and 6 he pled to, his contention 
is contradicted by the record.  The transcript evidences that the agreement included charge 4, which 
the ALJ even read into the record as a subject of the agreement.  Appellant’s complaints about his 
parole officer and supervision are beyond the scope of the revocation proceeding, or at a minimum, 
waived by his voluntary entry into the plea bargain agreement.   
 
 
Recommendation:  Affirm. 
